11/23/69 


Dear Bud, 


dienst' a dr8f ? ° f 8 3n ^ e3tei re PlV to the eptly-n med Klein- 

dlenst s 11/13 letter, /ou -nay do, of course, os you please with it. 

of ais le'tIr r The S L« ifctl9 £lrl Wa ? t0 ° bUSy t0 m3k9 me a C0Upla of ciear c °P ies 
or ai letter. .ne one sue sent me is quite pale, so pale X cannot Copy it. i would 

m^e fo Se tLr C r T*h Cll0eiler °? ly COpi6S ° f U for such su S,-:estions as tney may 
make, fo tuey are both pretty sharp on this. Not for tn e letter, but for the future. 

Nice story in Potomac, scholar# 

Gurry's books at three points at the very least moVflfl n -i eAr , ho 

in=istence° 171 ^ I' BI ! Ut b ° b0 left 8loQe ’ He Complains et least twice about their 
insistence on having the physical evidence physically in their possession at i It 

once about its non-return, and at least twice about even their presence at the LEO 
b g 8 ^ r ? Sa J i0 “ 8 * , ue ” s!ce3 other snide remarks, too. 1 think the‘ Dalles boys have 
me^ei? 0 * Jl* * tbe feebs did to them - But ln fi ny event, the non-layer in 

To J ?! I 8 * C0 f in8ti011 this, the President's directive to the FBI to make 
W8S t0 h3V9 be ° n made P ubllc and the lock of jurisdiction (Curry ev-n 

out el ““* s »">’ of :j£\K££* 


fh + shifting to what in on earlier letters 1 called tne "Gene" files, cert bin 

b 8 !„?! rVa f d ? aW “ff 13 cum laude would readily understand this ellipsis, would it 

o less cute to shift to th:; other name and call it out "M" file? '-/hen i finish 

trLTll °r e ' r6sponding adequately to two orchifes leUers and onc“ 

from the oecret Service, I'll dig into taat. My glances tell me his claim he^e 
is doubly spurious, first by ringing in tne FBI, which we didn't, and then again 
alleging law-enforcement purposes". His own Department certified most of thiS file 
for opposite uses, in public, in court, and the certifications are attached. I am 

cort ltl f y ° U n ° W te + U ‘ linl tMa » for I,d r8tw aaa hi^ ±*xx face that in ‘ 
court. It is for your mental noting. Ihey're naked, .nid not pretty, i hoo- we g-t 

prompt letters ** in response to the two to did Thursday so we sxL can full-steam 
the separated one. .he current context is the best possible, what with ,gnew and 
company (the company including little servant himself). 

1 h °P 9 1 can have the "M" file done with by Friday, and if it suits 

y °“ 1 d TT-' d05m ” itd 16 taSI1 ' :9rd£, P s tnen you wil . ueve caught up oa tne 
re soorib. 


n ^ 9n b ^ or 8®t the editor. Right now would be a very good time for him too 

Ti£rri! 9 !V?J repar ? ti0 ? 13 8 XSr0X of tae ° 0Ur ' add ition..:-hone me aboSt Sday 
, thfir f 0l T? y c omin g (unless 1 hove to pnone you. But we really nave to get 

1 76 ° ae ° Ve ' y b63t g0 - di9s for y° u > ^yh® the very best yet- 

and just where wex are working. * 


Sincerely, 


Harold .leisberg 


11/23/69 


\ 


Dear Dud, 


Attached is the draft of 0 suggested reply to the aptly-n med Klein- 
dienst’s 11/13 letter. You m-iy do, of course, as you please with it. 

Your busy little girl was too busy to make me a couple of clear copies 
of ais letter. The one sent me is quite pule, so pale 1 cannot copy it. 1 would 
like to send ^och &n, ^choener only copies of it for such suggestions as they may 
maice, fo tuey are both pretty sharp on this. Not for tne letter, but for the future. 

Nice story in Potomac, scholar. 

Curry * 3 books 8 t three points at the very least makes cleer he wanted 
nothing from the FBI but to be left alone. He comp La ins et lea.?t twice about their 
insistence on having the physical evidence physically in their possession, at least 
once about its non-return, anu at least twice about even tneir presence at the IHO 
interrogations. He makes other snide remarks, too. 1 think the Dallas boys have 
begun to tumble to what thr* feebs did to them. But in any event, the non-le.yer in 
me tells me the combination of this, the President’s directive to the FBI to make 
a report that W 83 to have been madepublic and the lock of jurisdiction (Curry even 
complaint about this, too) eliminate any possibility of claiming "law enforcement 
purposes" • 


Shifting to what in an earlier letoerx ^ called trie "Gene" files, cert ain 
that a narvard Law magna cum laude would readily understand this ellipsis, would it 
be no less cute to snift to th? other nsme and call it out "hr file? When i finish 
the next immediate chore, responding adequately to two jrchives letters and once 
.from the Secret Service, I’ll dig into tna t y glances tell me his claim here 
is doubly spurious, first by ringing in tne FBI, which we didn’t, and then again 
alleging "law-enforcement purposes". His own Department certified most of this file 
for opposite uses, in public, in court, and the certifications are attached. I era 
not suggesting you now tell aim this, for I f d rat.er see him ixxx face that in 
court. It is for your mental noting. They're naked, oid not pretty, i hope we get 
prompt letters *19 in response to the two we did Thursday so we xxil can full-steem 
the 3er arated one. The current context is the best possible, what vith /.gnew and 
company (the company including li'tle servant himself). 

•L hop9 I cen have the HM" file done with by Friday, and if it suits 
you I’d come down witn it taen. lernaps by taen you wil . uave caught up on the 
rest of it. 


^on’t forget the editor. Hight now would be u very good time for him, too. 
A 11 we need in preparation is a xerox of tne OOUP addition. hone me about Friday. 
There is a holidy coming (unless i have to phone you. But wo really nave to get 
together, for I've one of tha ve. y best goodies f^r you, msybe the very best yet- 
end just where wex ore working. 


Sincerely, 


Harold 'Ye Is berg 


